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GHS	 Globally Harmonized System
GS	 Green Seal
HCS	H azard Communication Standard
IPM 	I ntegrated Pest Management
LEED-EB	L eadership in Energy and Environmental 	
	D esign standards for Existing Buildings

VIII. Glossary of  Acronyms

MEIF	 Maine Economic Incentive Fund 
MSDS	 Material Safety Data Sheet
NHANES	N ational Health and Nutrition  
	E xamination Survey
OSHA	O ccupational Safety and Health Act 
PAH	 Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons
PBDE	 Polybrominated Diphenyl Ethers
PBT’s	 Persistent, Bioaccumulative Toxins
PCB	 PolyChlorinated Biphenyls
PLA	 Polylactic Acid
PMN  	 Pre Market Notification
PMD	 Maine Bureau of  General Services  
	 Property Management Division
R&D	R esearch and Development
REACH	E uropean Union Registration, Evaluation 
	 and Authorization of  Chemicals
REDs	R egistration Eligibility Decisions 
RFQ	R equest for Quotations
SEIU	S ervice Employees International Union
SAICM	S trategic Approach to International  
	C hemicals Management
TURA	 Toxics Use Reduction Acts
ToSCA 	 Toxic Substances and Control Act 
USEPA	E nvironmental Protection Agency
USGS	 U.S. Geological Survey
vPvB	V ery Persistent, very Bioaccumulative




